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; bj 1947 a. fairly ^rpical American saw som^ing 
very untypical in the Pacific Northwest. -He . 

“ about it, and the ensuing argument over his ex- 
is^ penence left a split in the American public mind from = 
which it still hasn’t recovered; When Kenneth V^old; 
a businessman-pilot from Boise, Idahb, ehcouiitered a | 
dozen or so shining, disc-like objects flying in wobbly ' i 
. ' foimation; ;i along the Cascade range, it was" by no ' I 
means^thei^ fct .sightog of .“flying saiicets” or I 
- : Unidenitfli^v^ying Objects (UFO’s), but it was the ‘ 
.first.^. to - gain nationwide ' hews coverage of such 
sustained, dimension and duration. ' . i' 

-.-'•ftjWiOther; sighting followed and were reported. -The ' 

, . nation squared off into two those who believed 
. Arnold had s^h something new and; different, thote- 
' 7,who believed he hadn’t, f^haph a more fh 

cleavage developed between those who Considered it 
.^'^Jmportant to find out what the tJFO’s were; ited those 
/■ yho really didn’t want to 
■. ail, uetween th«e’wd camps iverelihosw who to 
,;remain openminded but who. didn’t want to get- in-^ ■ 
volved. They ended up, inevitably,^ helping the 
rr iholdouts for the status quo. 

.After more than . a' quarter ■ of a century of this 
deblock, a trained historian has tackl^ the task of ; 
,i,;;trjing to makesome kind of objectivesense but of it. i 
Among scores of books on UFO’s. thisistiie firsttobb I 
"k. P“blishedbyanacademicpress. Dr, Jacobs has'ditawn ' 

, ■' oh previously resriirti^ Air Foi^ recotdSroh pe^nal | 
$ K teteryiewS; and private horrmpondence among many " 

, ' principals in the dispute, and on the enormous volume 
. of more readily available material to cover this Van giH 
field. He found it all but Virginias far as objective ' - 
'riudy is concerned. ; ’ l ' ' - 

■" J -Dr,- Jacobs holds> a'doctorate'U y^ericah^^U 



Tethple University'; with the 



, ^ the ^ duty. 

.. ■;j-s!t9;?ousider .^ sides of ,a question, he escfflrts^smyone ' - 
- interested through the jungle growth of passion, 
'I'prejudice, .^ignorance, fakery- and lies - that'fhave - 
'r ,;_Jnuddled the', UFO picture 'Md ^choired the '’path 
^;;,-*towairi what ’yet might be humankind’s',} most 
— ^®t of discovoing'^ we ire - 

2--^nol alone.' 

'His general thesis is that common sense was 
shouted dowm early in the dispute and only recently 
has shown signs of regaining its voice.' At firri,'when 
sigmficant numbers of people began seeing strange' 

, .things in the sky in 1947, there was a sensible 
• unwimity both among believe and non-believers:, 
whatever it was that people were seeing or thought 
‘ they were seeing, no one, certainly, knew what it wasJ 
i i taAt this point, Jacobs contends, -the question should- . 
; ‘ -have, been simply whether what they. saw was' truly : : 
-^anonialous — genuinely new'- diflerent and not ex- 

- ,plainable by accepted scientific standards. 

‘ ' jh®^lcad, the argument mired down in specific areas, 
s'5;in qwiuTeb over whether the strange phenomena, were . 

illusion, ’delusions, extraterrestrial in origin or 
r j ' human-made,’ and whether the Air Force was hiding 
These were, important questions, :Jacobse: 

: .-.holds, b)ut not the first nei^ing an answer. The eeritrhl.' ~ 

; ; question should have been whether the real.otfanded'j 
, . ' phenomeiia were different enoiigh’ to be wo^ looking'^' 
v 'into seriously with ' . the' ; myesti^tory -toolsHUnd ' ' 

■ - : techniques available to the inhabitants of this planet. - 
This issue n'evet has' heen decisive^} and. objectively ~ 
■' Kronfionted, h®; finds, and: only' nbw: is; Sii<^ study . 
beaorjuisg a matter of widespread scfonti£o4atsrestr - 

- s-r NjPcesssmly, Dr. Jacobs’ fully indexed and footnoted 
.work} is'li|dt®d fo icofd to what;tne title, suggests — 

V. : t^^ bf theargumehtbyerUFO’sin America. If, - 

thus Imited, he has had tb^dis over the considerable 
.-. -.empirical ..evidence -that UEO’a have been around' 
sinra reroided membi^ b<^h, and if he nei^sterily 
has ' skipped " over - . extenidve . sightings mid in- 
:'vestigations throughout^the rest of .the., world which 
. -have influenced the Amracan controversy; he at'least 
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: uro conteovetsy that mushroom^ after tiie -i WT 

*■ IB item 

,1947 ^974 ye^tahgled events 

: ~ *e ;evolution 

1 iT' this massive, muddle, not thi 

Kie^ of Dr. Jacobs’ accomplishments is to leave th 6 
xholarly and scientific community with cohsiderablV- 
less excuse to go on avoiding it. / 

Ifc puts under rigorous scrutiny the near-hyst^al 
reactions generated . since 1947 and analyzes the role 
of each element: the al^ of officialdom, especially 
the military, over the po»ibIe threat to hatiohal 
! -secun^; the skepticism and timidity of the scientific 
communily; the gullibili^ and urtepohsibilii^^ 
mformabon m^ia; ' the ptte^^ Of those^^^^^ w 
pOTenced ypO s and soon fpun ' 

not behev^ii but often bruelly ridiculed; the inevitable 
exploiters, the fakers and phoni« who invaded the 
deluded visionaries whoy^^ated tn thk - 

: 9“®’.Wd rompli^^ evec^ing “ all 

there factors went into a mix of irrationality that was . 

' an^ng but supportiye of serious investigation. 

' 97 '1953; ffie,-'situ‘ation was thotoughly if not 
ho^lessly confused. At this" point. Jacobs says — 

: w?tl> the possibilify jthat the Cratfal 

been active aH atehg — 
^ to , help the Air Force 

.sWightenftoutWiti^ 

tiint. yeM was the recrM Robertson panel, a group of 
v ^ntasts w^ aid function :did. not 

? Ichewn; jiubUcly utrtil yi^ latea-. One Of the 

, Roberteoii PMel’s members was so unfamiliar with 
UPO, phraomehon that he emrteseti 
/ told tfes 3 r:*-sre being seai outside tST- 

/ Dni^^State& It B hddly surprising, therefore; that 
I ™« Kobe^on group did nothing to rock the boa:t; Jt 
; Old ^nclude;:^ UFO’s apparentiy were. n hostile 
themselves a th^i'to natiom^ 
sepuntyjiBut wth characteristic Cold War lo^c it also 
included that the reports about UFO’s wero 
dangerous because if not controlled, they could 
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generate proic and possibly jam communications 
during a real national ^ergency. ““?eauons 

«intiI.the:fimous 

_^on R^ort oflate 

pipblem as one primly of public relatidm 

average atji m^imuni; both in volume and impact, 
Soip«T“^i — »^,®“: 90 sts -any thhsat of scLus 
Gon^sipn^^^^m^^ objectives the 

*9d. of all but a. handful of 
authoritative denial 

powerfl^eapons agamst those who failed to con- ^ 

-A^. - The for 

^allraging Ais situation, and the scientist , who' 

V***"^— norm risked ! 

.professional ruin. 

- In 1968 the Air Force spent some $500,000 of the ' 
Thk^*^ *«.^^“dop;Cbfflini^^ 

eM*^*^** ^ * scjentifie' study to settl^e 

f , UFO qu^on once, and: for aU. (A ytar later, the Air ^ 
■ N Jiands of the ^ole painful ^ ^ 

Condon group concluded mainly ; 
' ' phenomenon was not worth further ■ 

“'"“u?®**®”’ inadequacy of its 

me^^ in.reachmg this nire answer was so apparent 

to^tCT«7 — >dore than any previous factor 
dis^seS in the subject it sought to 

In foe meantime, year after year, foVuFO’s kMf 
iTipli the massive wave cfsighfo^s - 

n 1973, fop , clunate had changed. Human bein^' - 
achieved modest'space flight and hS ' 
te^ch^ foe moon. A 6allup: Poll t^en after the 1973 ' - 

^ adult Americans , 

belief UFO s were real, and that 11 percent — or a 

th^h^H* ^^“^°“~’"®^'^*“8t»tellihterviewers , 

indtefoM doii^e fo|^ 
per.cenf foe same poll had . found in 1966. Mon- ami 
more scientists were becoming interested enough to • 
braw foe still-present risk of ridicule and professfohS 
suicide. &me ; quietly joined existing investigative i.- 
others formed their ow n s t udy groups 




. ^ been aloilg: that foe UFOprhblm. in 

^***“®*‘°“^ is interdisciplinary, 
demanding thejspj^i^ insights of many ' diff JSt ' 

physical sciences me 

S **“ j through metenur^ 'imd " - - 

“«i astronomy to exobiology. & also 
history, religion and ' 

beyond psychold^ into the ^ 

speaking up on the UFO‘ ' 

^ media were encouraged to ’ 

respond to foe 1973 wave of sightings with a level of ^ 
mark^ bjr mdre objectivity and less tongue- 
and sly newsroom humor. While 
So ‘2“**®“,**^“* UFO’s, foe media now - . 

Kf :h*’o«t automatically treating a- ‘ * 

prpduct of a fool or a charlatan, 
documenting this often shabby 

’ SS 1*^“®?^®“ *®”> 1947 ' 

• 1974, Dr. Jacobs presents — whether he 

' fo?PR tell ® history of how ' 

foe PR tail ^ umd up wagging foe policy dog aihbng 
Americau officialdom, and how it succeeds 

nrecJJSte 8®t did not set actual - 

precedents for subsequent coverups and 'attemnted 
^erup,itatleasthelpedcfoatetheclimatef^^^ . 

^ ^cial capers as the . G Tonkin incident, 
Watergate, and foe consequences of both. The UFO ' 

sharpens all over 

agam a fundamental question: how far ban a 

without an in-- 

Pabhc, kave its policy decisions to ekments . ■ ^ 
whOTc respect for ^e truth can be subordinated to 
u.a sofivcrn over wfatifici it’s gomgtb play m Peoria?^ ' 
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